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ADVERTISEMENT. 

TN order to lay before the Reader my 
Reaſon far publiſhing the following Pages, 

J have to inform hin, that on the 15th of 
January laft I was called upon to baptize 
two Children, of which I gave public No- 
tice ; knowing that the Minds of ſome of my 
Hearers were perplexed about that Subject. 
When therefore the Time came, I ſpoke my 
Thoughts freely, without defigning to give 
Offence to any one. But I ſoon found it had 
a contrary Effet ; for the Sunday after a 
lang Harangue was delivered at the Anabap- 
tiſt Meeting in the Cliffe, by the Rev. F. 
Middleton, wherem he ſbered his great Dij- 
pleaſure at what he was told IT ſaid on the 
above Subject. I was called upon, however, 
foon after this to baptize another Child; 
when I tack the Opportunity of recapitulating 


what I had before advanced on that Sub- | 


eck. Upon which I was preſented with a 
Series of Leiters, written (I find by the 
abave-mentioned Miniſter, and which, if 


4 they were not likely to fall into the Hands 


"of fome who are weak in the Faith, I ſhould 
. treat with that Contempt they deſerve, and 

* take no Notice of them. But for the Sake 
of ſuch, - 1. ſhall jir/t lay down the Subſtance 
of my former Diſcourſe, and then make 
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INFANT's CAUSE PLEADED; 


. On, Tux RITE or 


INFANT BAPTISM DEFENDED. 


HE ſubject of Baptiſm is doubtleſs an uneſſential 
one, Notwithſtanding which there have been, 
and are now found among us, many unhappy 

diſputes; owing, I preſume, to the different opinions 
* that different people entertain in their minds relative to 
the ſubjects, mode and purpoſe for which baptiſm ought to 
be adminiſtered. But a little attention to the word of 
God will, I apprehend, ſet us through with the above- 
mentioned particulars; In order to which let us firſt 
examine the commiſſion which our Lord gave to his diſ- 
ciples, after his reſurrection, Matt. xxvili. 19, 20. 
It runs thus, ** Go teach,” viz. diſciple or proſelyte 
& all nations;” that is, perſons of every nation wher- 
ever your lot ſhall be caſt “ baptizing them in the 
& name of the Father, of the Son, and of the Holy 
&« Ghoſt ,”” let that be the form of receiving them into 


my ſchool, or the door of admiſſion into the Chriſtian - 


religion. Teaching them to obſerve all things whatſo- 
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« yer 1 have commanded you: that is, inſtru them 
gradually in the grand truths of the goſpel—encourage 
them by its promiſes, and urge them to a performance 
of every duty that it contains. From hence then it 1s 
evident, that in the commiſſion itſelf we are no more 
1 to baptize believers than we are children, 


ſeeing that neither are particularly mentioned in the 


above cited paſſage. Let us therefore now attend to 
the conduct of the apoſtles in the diſcharge of their 
duty relative to the above commiſſion, We are told, 


Acts viii. 4. that “they went every where preaching 


ce the word.” But we have to remark, that the perſons 
to whom the apoſtles preached were either heathens, 
given up to idolatry *, or Fews, who denied that Jeſus 
was the Chriſt +. 

It was therefore neceſſary that the former ſhould 
renounce their idols, and, with the latter, be brought 
to confeſs that Jeſus was the Chriſt, before they were 
received into the /choo] of Chriſt, or acknowledged by 
them as his diſciples —and were any of the goſpel mi- 
vijſters now ſo ſtationed, they would have a right to look 
for the ſame qualifications, which I preſume they might 
do, without refuſing to baptize the children of thoſe 
parents, who had embraced the Chriſtian religion, 
This ſeems to have been the practice of the Jewiſh 
church of old, whoſe initiating rite was that of cir- 
cumciſion; for although Abraham, and thoſe of his 
poſterity whoſe circumciſion was omitted in the wilder- 


© neſs, believed previous to their being circumciſed, (as 
appears from Joſh. v. 3. compared with Deut. iv. 4. 


and xxvi. 17, 18.) that was no reaſon why the infants 


Acts xvii, 16. + John ix. 22. 
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of ſuch ſhould not be admitted as viſible members of 
the ſame church, by the ſame rite of initiation. Should 
any ſay, that the children of the Jews were received 
into church-memberſhip under that diſpenſation by 
expreſs command, it is granted; and that command 
being no where in God's word ſuperſeded, but ſtill in 
force, is one reaſon why we adminiſter baptiſm to in- 
Fants, For although the initiating rite under the Chriſ- 
tian diſpenſation is different from that of the Jewiſh, 
the ſubjects to whom that rite ought to be adminiſtered 
muſt remain the ſame, ſeeing that we are no where 
told to the contrary, —Another argument with which 
we ſupport the rite of infant baptiſm, is contained in 
Acts xvi. 14, 15. the ſubſtance of which is, the 
apoſtle preached Lydia heard - the Lord opened her 
heart, and ſhe was baptized, and her houſehold, or, as 
the Syriac reads it, Lydia and her children *, whic' 
reading is a ſufficient reaſon why the faith of Lydia's 


. houſehold is not mentioned in the above cited paſſage. 


Now if the apoſtle baptized whole houſeholds on the 
profeſſion and baptiſm of the parents only; and as 
children (where there are any) always make a part of 
thoſe houſeholds to which they belong t, then we proceed 
in a ſcriptural manner in baptizing the children of ſuch 
Chriſtian or baptized parents, although they, like the 
houſehold of Lydia, have yet made no profeſſi on of their 
faith in Chriſt. Another argument on which we 


* See Burkitt and Dr. Guyſe on the above paſſage. 
+ Gen. xlv. 18, 19. xlvi. 5. 1 Tim. ii. iv. 


'+ N. B. Although Lydia was a native of the.ciry of 


Thyatira, that by no means proves that ſhe and her family 


had not a ſettled reſidence at Philippi. 
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ground the rite of infant baptiſm is contained in our 


Lord's own words, in Mark x. 14. where he informs 


us that of ſuch is the kingdom of God;“ fo that, if 
infants, dying in that ſtate, are members of the church 
triumphant above, no. good reaſon can be given for de- 
nying them that r:#e which denominates them members 
of the church militant below, 

The laſt argument that I ſhall produce from the 
word of God in favour of infant baptiſm, is its total 
ſilence relative to perſons being baptized in adult years, 
who were born of Chriſtian or baptized parents, This 
to us is a ſufficient proof that the delay of infant bap- 
tiſm was not practiſed in the apoltles' days; and, as 
ſuch an inſtance as the above cannot be produced from 
God's word, our Anabaptiſt friends muſt remain with- 
out a ſcriptural example to ſupport their preſent prac- 
tice of adult baptiſm. 

I ſhall now proceed to a few corroborating cireum- 
ſtances from the writings of others, and then diſmiſs 
this part of the ſubject. I ſhall begin with the teſti- 


, mony of whole churches.— In the 13th article of the 
church in Saxony, are theſe words: We do alfa 


© baptize infants,” —In the confeſſion of Wirtemburg, 
chap. 10. it is ſaid, We acknowledge that baptiſm 
eis to be miniſtered as well to nfants as to thoſe that 
*.are grown to full age.” — The confeſſion of Augſ- 


burg ſays, in article 9, that“ Young fants are to 


- * be baptized,” &c.—In the confeſſion of the French 


Proteſtants, article 35, are theſe words, We affirm 
that znfants, being born of holy parents, are, by the 
authority of Chriſt, to be baptized.” —T he latter 
confeſſion of Helvetia, chap. 20, ſays, We condemn 


e the Anabaptiſts, who deny that young infants, born 
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& of faithful parents, are to be baptized. The con- 
feſſion of Bohemia, chap. 20. ſays, For theſe cauſes 
© do our miniſters without doubt baptize children, in 
© the name of the whole Trinity.“ The Dutch con- 
feſſion has theſe words, article 34, We deteſt the 
6 error of the Anabaptits, who are not content with 
one only baptiſm, but do alſo condemn the baptiſm 
Hof infants ; yea, of thoſe that be born of faithful 
<< parents; but we, by the ſame reaſon, do believe 
e that they ought to be baptized.” — The Aﬀembly of 
Divines, in their Leſſer Catechiſm, tell us, that“ Baps 
& tiſm is not to be adminiſtered to any that are out of 
&© the viſible church, till they profeſs their faith in 
„ Chriſt, and obedience to him; but the infants of 
e ſuch as are members of the viſible church are to be 
« baptized.” And the learned Wall, who took great 
pains in this enquiry, informs us, that from the year 
of our Lord 400, to 1150, no ſociety of men in all 
* that period ever pretended to ſay it was-unlawful to 
s baptize znfants.” St. Auſtin, who wrote againſt Pe- 
lagius, on original fin, about the year 410, has theſe 
words: Why are infants baptized for the remiſſion 
« of ſin, if they have none?” This argument puzzled 
Pelagius, as he did not deny infant baptiſm. And 
when ſome charged him with denying it, he ſaid, 
« Men ſlander me, as if I denied baptiſm to infants.” 
—St. Ambroſe, who wrote about 274 years from the 
apoſtles, declares expreſsly that © the baptiſm of su- 


“ fants was the practice of the apoſtles themſelves, and 


© of the church till that time.” In Cyprian's time, 
about the year of our Lord 250, a queſtion was ſtarted 
by Fidus, Whether the baptiſm of infants ſhould not 
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be deferred till the eig day (the old time of circum- 
ciſion)? Upon which a council of ſixty- ſix biſhops 
was called, who ſaid, It is our opinion that bap- 
e tiſm ought leaſt of all to be refuſed to a new-born 
infant.“ And this matter is further confirmed in 
the ſecond canon of the council of Carthage, which 
conſiſted of 214 biſhops; to whom the ſame queſtion 
was ſtarted, and to which they gave the fame anſwer, 
Origen, who was born about eighty- five years after 
the apoſtles, ſays, © The baptiſm of children is given 
<« for the forgiveneſs of ſin. - And in his comment 
on the epiſtle to the Romans, he ſays, The church 
has received a tradition from the apoſtles to apply 
« baptiſm even to little children.“ Tertullian, (who 
lived about the ſame time) it is true, ſpoke againſt in- 
fant baptiſm, becauſe he had entertained a notion that 
ſin committed after baptiſm was next to, if not altoge- 
ther unpardonable; therefore he adviſed its delay, 
(unleſs in caſe of neceſſity) even till after marriage, 
which is a ſufficient proof that it was then in practice. 

Proceed we now to the mode, another thing about 
which our Anabaptiſt friends ſo warmly contend; a 
little attention to which will, I hope, ſet us right in 
that matter It is beyond a doubt, I think, that wa- 
ter is ce linen to b be made uſe of in this ſacrament, 
as bread and wine s in that of the Lord's ſupper. 
-Eſpecially ſince John ſays, „I baptize you with wa- 
de ter.” But the quantity of water, I apprehend, in 
the former, is no more eſſential than the quantity of 
bread and wine is in the latter. To this purpoſe ſpeaks 
Biſhop Uſher, where he ſays, © As a ſpoonful of wine 
« is as ſignificant as a whole gallon, ſo is a handful 
| 4 of 
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ec of water as ſignificant as a whole river *.“ Beſides, 
the Greek word baptizo ſignifies, according to the beſt 
lexicographers and grammarians, not only to dip or 
plunge, but alſo to pour on, or ſprinkle. Dr. Owen, 
being conſcious of this, ſays, that No one inſtance 
* can be given in the ſcriptures, where baptizo neceſ- 
&« farily ſignifies to dip or plunge +.”---Dr. Guyſe tells 
us, that baptizo ſignifies any ſort of waſhing, and often 
ſprinkling .---Dr. Watts ſays, that baptizo ſignifies to 
waſh any thing by water coming over it.---Biſhop 
Uſher tells us, that baptiſm ſignifies in general any 
waſhing §: as alſo does Brotun], and many others. 
So that, upon the whole, there ſeems nothing more 
required in adminiſtering the ordinance of baptiſm, 
than that water. ſhould be applied to the ſubject in 
ſome form or other, as the mode of uſe appears to be 
only the ceremonial part of a poſitive inſtitution. 

But, however, ſince our Anabaptiſt friends ſeem 
determined to confine the original word to dipping or 
plunging only, let us examine the fcriptures on that 
ſubject, and ſee which reading will beſt agree there- 
with ; whether the action of dipping, or that of pour- 
ing on, or ſprinkling. 

Let us begin then with Mark vii. 4. which reads 
thus: * And when they (that is the Phariſees) come 
from the market, except they waſh” (that is in the 


Body of Divinity. 
+ Dr. Owen's Sermons, &c. p. 581. 
4 Dr. Guyſe, Note on John iii. 6. 
$ Uſher's Body of Divinity. 
$ Brown's Dictionary of the Bible. 
A 5 original 


10 | 
original except Nm are baptized), they eat not; and 
<« many other things there be which they have rardived 
ce to hold, as the waſhing'* (or baptizing) „of cups 
<« and pots, brazen veſſels, and tables.” Now, I 
think, there is very little probability of the Jews plung- 
ing their whole bodies into. water before every meal, in 
order to. waſh, or that their tables were dipped at all 


for that purpoſe. Eſpecially ſince the Jewiſh waſn- 


ings for purification (it is well known) were ordered 
to be performed by ſprinkling. 

| The next paſſage that I ſhall take notice of is that 
in Acts ii. 41. where we are told that © they that 
« pladly received the apoſtles' word were baptized ; 
and the ſame day there were added unto them about 
& three thouſand ſouls.” Now when I conſider that 
none of theſe people knew of their converſion when 
they -went from home, and that they were not pro- 
vided with pgoper garments; when I conſider the 
danger of their going home in their wet clothes ; and 
the indecency of their being baptized naked, men 
and women together; when I conſider that we are 
told of but twelve men to baptize three thouſand 


people; and that all this was performed in one day 


only, there appears to me no probability at all of their 
being dipped; but that the ordinance muſt be performed 
TE ſome other mode. 

Again, if we read Acts ix. we mult ſee that Saul 
was baptized in the houſe of Judas. And fince I 
read in my Bible of no river running through any 
part of Judas's houſe, nor of any ciſlern, or bath. there- 


Lev. viii. 11. xiv, 7, Numb. ix. 18, 
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in, for the purpoſe of dipping, there appears to me 
no probability of Saul's being baptized in that way. 

Similar to this is the caſe of thoſe on whom the 
Holy Ghoſt fell, when Peter was preaching in the 
hauſe of Cornelius, and concerning whom the apoſtle 
ſays, in Acts x. 47. Can any man forbid water, 
that theſe ſhould not be baptized, who have received 
< the Holy Ghoſt as well as we? And he commanded 
© them to be baptized in the name of the Lord.“ 


But then there appears to me as little probability of 


theſe perſons being dipped as in the caſe of Saul, above 
mentioned ; ſeeing that the ordinance was performed 
in Cornelius's houſe, and that we read of no place 
therein that was convenient for that purpoſe. 

Another improbable caſe is that of the jailer, in 
Acts xvi. 33. for when I conſider the fate of Paul 
and Silas's backs, from the ſtripes which they had but 
juſt before received; and when I confider moreover 
the time (viz, at midnight) in which the jailer was 
baptized, together with its being performed in his own 
houſe, there appears to me not the leaſt probability of 
his being baptized by plunging or dipping ; eſpeciz!ly 
ſince we are no where informed of a convenient place 
in his houſe for that purpoſe. 

I ſhall now produce two or three paſſages in which 
the word occurs, wherein” it is impoſſible that the ac- 
tion of dipping can be underſtood. It is faid in Dan. 
v. 21. ſpeaking of Nebuchadnezzar, that “his body 
© was wet,” (viz. waſhed or baptized, as the word 


means) „with the dew of heaven.” Now I ſhall 


leave my reader to judge how it is that a perſon can 
be waſhed or baptized with the dew of heaven, whe- 
ther 
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ther by /prinkling or dipping; though at the ſame time 
muſt-confeſs, that (to me) the former appears natural, 
but the latter impoſſible. 

The next paſſage to which I ſhall refer you is 
1 Cor. x. 2. where it is ſaid of the Iſraelites, that 
ce they were all baptized unto Moſes in the cloud and 
« in the /ea.” Here the word baptizo is uſed not for 
dipping, but for ſome other mode of waſhing : for ac- 
cording to Exod. xiv. 22. the children of Iſrael 
s went into the midſt of the ſea upon dry ground, and 
the waters were a wall unto them on the right hand 
ce and on the left.” Now how it is poſſible for per- 
ſons to be dipped into water, and yet remain on &ry 
ground, as the Iſraelites were, I ſhall leave my reader 
to determine. 

Another paſſage to which I would direct your at- 
tention is Acts i. 5. in which we are informed that 
John truly baptized with water, but ye ſhall be bap- 
e tiged with the Holy Ghoſt not many days hence.” 
Now according to the ideas of our Anabaptiſt friends, 
the paſſage ſhould be read thus: John truly dipped 
- you with water, but ye ſhall be dipped with the Holy 
Ghoſt not many days hence. Which reading would at 
once confound the ſenſe of the paſſage, and deſtroy 
the analogy between the baptiſm of John and that of 
the Holy Ghoſt*. This is that (without doubt) on 
which Mr, Burkitt had his eye fixed when he wrote 
after te following manner: ** As water is poured upon 
the baptized perſon, ſo ſhall the gifts and graces of 
„the Holy Ghoſt be poured pon you not many days 


Matt. iii. 11. 


hence; 
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&© hence; which was really accompliſhed on the day 
ce of Pentecoſt +.” 

But let us paſs on now to examine thoſe paſſages 
chat are ſaid more particularly to favour the idea of 
dipping or plunging under water. One of which you 
will find in Mark i. 5. where it is ſaid, that “ there 
© went out unto him (viz. John) all the land of Ju- 
& dea, and they of Jeruſalem, and were all baptized. 
of him in the river Jordan, confeſſing their ſins.” 
From hence fome have concluded that John certainly 
baptized by dipping or plunging under water ; but there 
is no reaſon to believe that; nor does the word in the 
original neceſſarily mean any ſuch thing: for the ſame 


word is ſometimes rendered at, and at other times with. 


So that it might with equal propriety have been ren- 
dered, ©* John baptized at or with the water of Jor- 
« dan,” But even ſuppoſing that John baptized 
ſtanding in the river, that by no means proves that he 
dipped ; ſeeing that the word is not mentioned in the 
paſſage, neither is it neceſſarily implied. Another 
circumſtance which is thought by ſome very much to 
favour the idea of dipping, is that of John's ſituation 
at the time of his baptizing. For we are told f that 


John was baptizing in Enon, near to Salim, becauſe 


ce there was much water there.” But ſurely John 
might make choice of a ſituation of this kind for other 
purpoſes beſide that of baptizing. But, however, let 
that be as it may, this we are ſure of, that there is not 
a word of dipping mentioned in the above pallage, nor 


+ See Burkitt on Acts i. 5. 
4 John iii. 23. 
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is it neceſlarily implied, ſeeing that the original word 
ſignifies to pour on, or ſprinkle, as well as to dip. 

But ſome will ſay, (perhaps) are we not told“ that 
« Jeſus when he was baptized went up ſtraightway out 
F the water,” We are, But we have to remark, 
that the Greek word there rendered out of, is in many 
other places rendered ſrom t, and might with equal 
propriety in this. So that the paſſage might as pro- 
perly be rendered thus: And Jeſus when he was 
« baptized went ftraightway from the water.” But 
even allowing that Chriſt came out of the water, then 
all that we know of the matter is that he was bap- 
tized; and ſeeing the original word does not heceſſarily 


imply dipping, no one can ſay with any degree of cer- 


tainty that John baptized our Lord after that man- 
ner. | 
Another caſe which is often called in to the ſupport 
of baptizing by immer ſion, is that of Philip and the 
eunuch r, where we are informed that “ they went 
„don both into the water, both Philip and the eu- 
& nuch, and he baptized him.“ | 

But we muſt obſerve that the word here rendered 
into, is in Matt. xvii. 27. rendered to, where our Lord 
' ſaid to Peter, Go thou to the ſea,” &c. ſo that the 
paſſage under conſideration might with equal propriety 
be read thus: They went down both t the water, 
& both Philip and the eunuch, and he baptized him.” 
But even ſuppoſing that they went both into the wa- 


Matt. iii, 16. 
＋ Matt. iii. 7 xi. "IL XXV111, 2, 
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ter, what was done there? Why we are told that Phi- 
lip baptized the eunuch. It is not ſaid that ke dipped 
him, neither is it neceſſarily implied, ſeeing that the 
original word cannot be reſtrained in its ſignification to 
that mode of baptizing. 

There are two more paſſages of which our FS. 
tiſt friends make their boaſt, Where we are ſaid to be 
« buried with Chriſt by baptiſm into death,” &c.* 
Which words are commonly brought as an argument 
for dipping or plunging by thoſe who look upon baptiſm 
to be a ſign of the burial and reſurrection of Chriſt, 
But ſuch perſons certainly miſtake the apoſtle's mean« 
ing : for, if we obſerve his words, he does not ſpeak 
of the burial and reſurrection of Chrift ſimply conſi- 
dered, but of our being buried and having riſen with 
him: by which he evidently means our being dead 
unto ſin, and alive unto God, by virtue of the Sa- 
viour's death and reſurrection. Therefore whoſoever 
they are that are thus dead to fin, and alive unto God, 
may be ſaid (in the apoſtle's ſenſe of the words) to be 
buried with Chriſt. This is effected by the waſhing 
of regeneration and renewing of the Holy Ghoſt, and 
of which baptiſm with water is a type or emblem, 
that repreſents to our view the nature and neceſſity 
thereof. 

I ſhall cloſe this part of the ſubje& by remarking, 
that there is not a paſſage in the word of God that 
requires baptiſm to be performed by dipping or plunging 
the whole body in water; nor have our Anabaptiſt 
friends a ſingle example in the word of God to warrant 
their preſent practice of baptizing by that made. 


* Rom, vi, 4. Col, ii. 12 
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Proceed we now to the purpoſe for which bapti/m 
ought to be adminiſtered. And firſt let it be remem- 
bered, that it ought not to be adminiſtered, as ſome 
have aſſerted, in order * to obtain pardon of fin, the 
&« gift of the Holy Ghoſt, and eternal happineſs.” 
For whoever is acquainted with the word of God muſt 
know that the hood of Chriſt cleanſeth us from all 
„ ſin.” Therefore what a pity it is that any man 
ſhould attribute that to the water, which is effeted 
or brought to paſs by the hd of Chriſt alone. 

That the gift of the Holy Ghoſt does not depend 
on the adminiſtration of this ordinance appears evi- 
dent; for ſays Peter, Can any man forbid water, 


ce that theſe ſhould not be baptized; who have received 


* the Holy Ghoſt as well as we*?” Here the perſons 
ſpoken of firſt received the Holy Ghoſt, and after- 
wards were baptized. 

And that eternal happineſs does not depend upon it 
appears clear from the caſe of the thief upon the croſs. 
For notwithſtanding the ordinance of baptiſm was 
never adminiſtered to him, yet our Lord himſelf de- 
clares, This day ſhalt thou be with me in paradiſe,” 
Luke xxiii. 43. 

Neither ought it to be adminiſtered, as ſome have in- 
ſinuated, in order to obtain peace of conſcience,” ſince 
that can be obtained by no other mean than by faith in 
Chriſt. For, ſays the apoſtle f, Being juſtified by 
faith, we have peace with God, through our Lord 

« Jeſus Chriſt.” 
But then what is the purpoſe for which bapti/m 
ought to be adminiſtered ? 


* Acts x. 4. | 
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T anſwer, Baptiſm is an ordinance of the goſpel,” in 
which the perſons baptized” are ſolemnly dedicated to 
the Lord, initiated into the Chriſtian religion, or 
ſchool of Chriſt, and by which they are outwardly 
diſtinguiſhed from the -idolatrous Heathens and unbe- 
lieving Fews, To this purpoſe writes the poet, in the 
following lines : 83 


6 Thus Lydia ſanctified her houſe 
« When ſhe received the word; 


« Thus the believing jailer gave 


« His houſehold to the Lord.” | 
Da. Warrs. 


- It is moreover an emblem of the nature of the 
work of the Spirit upon a ſinner's heart. For ** ex- 
© cept a man be born of water and of the Spirit,” 
that is, except the Spirit of God operates upon his 
ſoul,” as water does upon the body, in cleanſing it from 
filth, © he cannot enter into the kingdom of God “.“ 

It alſo points out to us the abſolute neceſſity of 
having the conſcience ſprinkled with the blood of 
Chriſt x, without which all the outward waſhing in 
the world can never afford us the leaſt degree of ſolid 
happineſs. | 

It therefore becomes your duty, as parents, to in- 
ſtruct your children, as early as poſſible, in the prin- 
ciples of the Chriſtian religion, ſetting forth to them 
the fall of man in Adam, the recovery by the blood 
and righteouſneſs of Chriſt, their utter inability to help 
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themſelves, and the abſolute neceſſity of the wort of 
the Spirit upon the heart, to regenerate, or make them 
meet for the enjoyment of God. And above all, be 
careful that your converſation be as becometh the 
c goſpel of Chriſt;” always remembering that afions 
ſpeak louder than words, and that children, when 
young, are very apt to become imitators of their pa- 
rents; and if you, by your actions, build up the 
things you attempt to de/ffroy by your words, you 
yourſelves become tranſgreſſors. Therefore may you 
be determined, with Joſhua of old, © as for me, and 
„ my houſe, we will ſerve the Lord.” And, for your 
encouragement, you are told, that if you “ train up 
& a child in the way he ſhould go, when he is old 
& he will not depart from it.“ 

Thus, therefore, have I briefly laid OTE you the 
ſubſtance of my diſcourſe on the above occaſion, and 
ſhall now proceed to make ſome remarks on the above- 
mentioned letters. 


SOME 


SOME 
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ON THE 


Rev. J. MIDDLETON's LETTER. 


GC Author informs us, page 2, that the Cons 
c gregation were detained with an harangue for 
& an hour and a half againſt the Baptiſts,” 

Now the truth is, I was about half that time. And 
as truth always oppoſes error, in that ſenſe it may be 
ſaid to be againſt the Anabaptiſts, but in no other. 
This is the firſt miſtake ; which our friend might 


eaſily make, ſeeing he went only by what another told 


him. 

In the above mentioned page we alſo meet with the 
following words, viz. ** This was no ſooner done, 
c than we were threatened with a ſecond attack,” 

Now leſt my reader ſhould think me too precipitate 
in this matter, I ſhall give him my own words, which 
were theſe: ** On Sunday next (God willing) I ſhall ' 
ce baptize another child”, and not another word was 
ſaid.---Alas, what a threaten | 

We are told, in page 5, that “ the Jewiſh chanel 
s conſiſted of the whole of that nation, without any 
cc regard to moral qualifications,” 

This is true with reſpect to children, but it is not 


fo with reſpect to adults, as appears from the caſe of 


thoſe whoſe circumciſion was omitted in the wilder- 
neſs ; 
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neſs*; for they are ſaid to cleave unto the Lord. 
They had avouched God to be their God, and he had 
avouched them to be his people (ſee Deut. iv. 3, 4. 
and xxvi. t7, 18.) ; which ſufficiently proves that they 
were believers, and therefore not without moral qua- 
lifications. 

Similar to this was the caſe of the ſtranger in Exod. 
xii. 48. where we are told, that if he will keep the 
paſſover to the Lord, let all his males be circumciſed, 
So that keeping the paſſover to the Lord ſeems to be 
the qualification upon which he and his were admitted 
to church-memberſhip ; therefore there does not ap- 
pear to be ſo much difference between the Jewiſh and 
Chriſtian church as ſome may imagine. 

Our author, in page 6, objects againſt infant bap- 
tiſm, on account of the total filence of the New 
6 Teſtament with regard to that matter.“ 

Now the ſame objection might be brought againſt 
admitting women to the Lord's ſupper. But, how- 
ever, this we know, that church-memberſhip was 
granted by the Lord to children under the Jewiſh diſ- 
penſation. The ſilence, therefore, of the New Teſ- 
tament relative to that matter is a ſtriking proof that 
"he means to continue the ſame privilege to children 
under the Chriſtian diſpenſation : for had he intended 
an alteration, he would ſome where or other have told 
us of it. Therefore as God hath not thought fit to 
make ſuch an alteration, no man has a right ſo to do. 

In order to overturn that argument for infant bap- 
tiſm ſupported by the caſe of Lydia and her houſe- 
hold, our friend, in page 7, inſiſts upon it that “ the 
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« term houſehold does not neceſſarily include every in- 


« dividual in it.” To the ſupport of which he pro- 
duces 1 Sam. i. 21, 22. where it is ſaid, that „ the 


man Elkanah and all his houſe went up to offer unto 
ce the Lord the yearly ſacrifice and his vow, but Han- 
4e nah went not up;” the reaſon for which is contained 


in the following words. Now can it be ſuppoſed that 


becauſe Hannah and the child went not up, that there- 


fore they did not belong to Elkanah's family ? Surely. 
not: for a part of his family they {till remained, though 


that action was not performed by them; therefore the 
term houſehold includes every ;ndividual of a family 
whoſe reſidence is in one and the ſame houſe. But if 
Hannah and her child did not belong to Elkanah's 
houſehold, if our friend will point out to what family 
they did belong, he ſhall have hearty thanks for his 
pains “. 

Our friend, thinking this argument not ſufficient, 
produces another, equally as weak and uſeleſs. Tt is 
taken from Gen, xlv, 10, 11. where he ſeems to think 


that the term houſehold includes ſome of the animal a 


part of the creation. But if we take notice of verſe 
11, ſuch a thought (I think) muſt be immediately 
baniſhed. It reads thus, „And there will I nouriſh 
ce thee, leſi thou and thy houſehold,” (viz, you and your 
family) <* and all that thou haſt,” (viz. your flocks, 


herds, or animal part of your poſſeſſion) * come to 


e poverty,“ or want. Thus hath the Holy Ghoſt 
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Our author would do well to remember that there is no 


- BUT to be found in the caſe of Lydia, as there is in that 


of Elkanah , for it is ſaid that “ ſhe was baptized and her 
6 houſehold,” without exception, 


k Now 


| kept up a plain and obviaus diſtinction between the 
rational and animal part'of the creation, 
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Noe theſe arguments, obſerve, I do not attribute 
ſo much to the weakneſs of the man, as to that of the 
" cauſe which he wiſhes to defend. But I can make 
no excuſe. for his ſaying that I gave up the turning 
point, namely, houſeholds, in my ſecond ſermon ; any 
more than I can for his denying that he (in his ſer- 
mon) ranked ** the children” among “ domeſtic ani- 
ce mals, as cats and dogs.” But as I would not wiſh 
to render evil for evil, I ſhall forbear, and proceed to 
page 8, where we are told, and that without a 
word of ſcripture for it, that Lydia's houſehold con- 
lifted of ſervants ;” to which I ſhall only ſay (in our 
author's own words) that when Jehovah ſpeaks by 
the ſcriptures it becomes us to hear; but when he 
&© is ſilent, let us be ſo too.“ 
I ſhall now follow our author to page 10, and take 
a little notice of Mark xvi. 15, 16. the firſt of which 
verſes contains the commiſſion of all God's mini/ters 
to preach the neceſſity and nature of the goſpel to 
© every rational creature that will come to hear, 
But the ſecond deſcribes the character of the perſons 
that will be ſaved, and of thoſe that will be loſt; ſo 
that in the 16th verſe we are no more commanded 
to baptize believers only, than we ate in Matt. 
xxviii. 19. | 
Our friend tells us alſo, in page 12, © that infants 
& are ſaved, he believes; but in what manner the di- 
be yine favour is communicated to them, he knows 
be not;” at which I am rather ſurprized: but if he will 
compare Pſalm li. 5. with John iii. 3. and then con- 
ſider that no ſoul is regenerated without the operation 
end graces of the Spirit, he will no longer be at a 
loſs as to that matter. For as there is but one Father 
| to 
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to love them, one Son to redeem them, ſo neither is 
there but one Spirit to ſanctify or make them meet t for 
the enjoyment of God in glory. 

In page 18 our author calls upon me to prove 
that he miſquoted a part of “ Calvin's Inſtitutions ;?? 
but” this I have no buſineſs with, ſeeing that it was 
not a falſe quotation of which I accuſed him, but of 
breaking the connection; by leaving out the words 
immediately preceding thoſe he read, becauſe they mi- 
litated againſt him; obſerving at the ſame time, that 
were we to le out “ the fool hath ſaid in his 
heart,“ we might make the ſcripture ſay there is 
no God,” 

I ſhall now follow him to page 20, where he informs 
us that there is no neceflity “ to think the three 
* thouſand (Acts ii. 41) were all baptized on one 
« day.” But if we are under no neceſſity to believe 
this plain fact, we are under no neceſſity of believing 
any other part of God's word, I grant indeed that it 
would ſuit our author much better to have a week al- 
lowed for the above purpoſe ; but where the Holy 
Ghoſt has mentioned but one day, I have no right to 
add ſix more to it. 

In the above page we alſo meet with the following 
words, But why think it improbable that Paul was 
dipped, when we know that the two famous rivers 
Abana and Pharpar ran hard by? Te which I anſwer, 
becauſe we don't read of his going to either of thoſe 
rivers; and if he had, he might have been baptized 
without being dipped. But the truth is, he was bap- 
tized in Judas's houſe, as before obſerved, 

In page 21 our author aſæs, Why ſhould it be 
<« thought impoſlible that Tron Ren was dipped, 

« when 
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ac TIER how : copious the Te dewk : 
ne ate in hot climates? [ anſwer, becauſe the Holy 
Snot tells us-to the contrary,” For he was wet, viz. 
 fFraſhed br«baptized with the dew falling upon Bim 
from heaven. See Dan. v. 21. To ſuggeſt, therefgre,, 1 
the idea ef dipping: in . above? yrs is au 22 4 
N ſenſe. ; oF 
Our friend, 8 * one . NN Jodid 85. 

| legion) in the above-mentioned page, where he tells 
tus, that in Matt. iii. tr. John. intimates a reſem- 
++ *&blance between the manner in which he baptized, and 
te the manner in which Jeſus Chriſt, who came after 
*Himgtſhould" baptize. So that we have nothing to 
0 But to find out in what mode or manner Chriſt bap- 
ized with the Holy Ghoſt, and we ſhall come at 
John's mode of baptizing with water immediately. 
In order to do which let us read Acts x. 45. and we 
mall find that „ on the Gentiles alſo was poured” out 
4 we gift of the Holy'Ghoft.” Now, therefore, ſince 
3 Obi baplred with the Holy Ghoſt by pouring on, 
and there is a reſemblance between his manner of bap- 
tizing and that of John's, then it muſt neceſſarily 
follow that John's baptiſm was not performed by the 
mode of dipping, but by that of pouring ov, Now, 
therefore, ſince our author has been ſo obliging as to 
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gl . - proves” by his own aſſertion, that ours is the proper 
| 7 made of baptizing, I ſhall return him thanks for his 
1 . and fot the Perlen diſmiſs the fubje@t, 
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